Affidavit form 

My name is Harold Weisberg, I reside at Route 12* Frederick, Md. I am the plaintiff 
inCivil Action 10118-76. 

1 . X believe the Court should recuse itself for the reasons set forth in this 
affidavit. 

2. Prior to executing this affidavit I repeated my counsel to .aloe these questions 
informally with the Court's staff. After several weeks I have had no response. 

3. We have bean adversaries in matters relating to the assassination of President 
Vmedy and the official investigations of that crime, mttett on »Mch passions on 

hath sides run | high. There are more than two sides. I am in a separate minority position 
as distinguished from 4^ more extreme positions. 

4. 1 have done most of the writing and publishing of responsible work on this subject. 

eix books, including the first of all, the first of my Whitewash series, which dates to 
Februaiy 1865. 

5. I was the technical expert for the plaintiff in the case of ^ouiai.n, v . 

in what was then called the Court of General Sessions. Plaintiff was the controversial 

and as it turned out also unpredictable District Attorney of Hew Orleans, ^im Garrison. 

Joseph M. Hannon was one of a large number of Department of Justice lawyers defending 

the case. In my book Po g t MgsSSB f wUch appeared in November 1975, I describe this os 

as a "task force" imixhjc and Jpseph K Hannon as "chief" of this task force. At that 

eame point (page 135) I also state that "oseph M. Hamm represented falsely to that 

c ourt; "When the judge returned, Hannon told him, falsely, that counsel joined in the 
request..." 

6. That case was heard by Judge Charles **alleck the end of 1968 and early 1969. 

7. Because of what I regarded as false representations to Judge Halleck by both 
sides I refused to sit at counsel table after the lunch recess at the first hearing. 

Instead as the afternoon session began I rose and asked to be recognized as amicus 
curaie on the ground that neither side knew what it was talking about, in thebelief that 
judtice required the Court to be fully and accurately informed. T^is startled Judge 
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Halleck and others in the court room, o a mn nf i rimm st ill m en'l l' - 

I'lir* i in-mi Ml When Judge Halleck questioned me I repeated the statement that neither 

-to k 1 thj/ 

side before him knew what it was talking about/He did not recognize me as amieus curaie. 


P* Among serious wlwim u students X am recognized as the primary expert# In my 
C.A. 75-226 in federal district court in Washington the Department of Justice represented 
to that court that I know more about the assassination of President Kennedy and the 
official investigation of it than anyone then in the PHI. 


|J. In order to obtain the officially suppressed evidence in that qara * 

of Information adits® In aoLae of them Joseph M; Hannon was my adversary .^In all of them 
I represented that my adversary misinformed the Courts, to and including perjury and 
its subornation. 

t^. *t is my understanding that from the beginning of these suits Joseph K Hannon 
I was in a supervisory capacity when he was not in fact recorded as counsel, as he was in 
I the earlier staged of C.A. 75~226^ C4. 23 •/-><>. 

y 8 * mcih of il QB - t .- Wem is devoted to an exposition of the false official representations 

/ -ft . ir \ Jj®*. ^ase. The entire ^ second part of this large work is devoted to an until then « j, 

f fltu f ^4ivf K4# b*n* A* ctfclnSWefi h IhtM wSi >/j. .PoJf 

I rei>c5rt 01 a P 311 ® 1 of experts convoked by the Department of Justice^ m frtri piinl; 

^establishes from that formerly secret record itself that the infidelity to fact in the 
official investigation of the JFK assassination extends to all the Presidents wounds. 

locates the fatal wound of entry at the level of the occiput^ Ac hi iff 
ts panel report is that this wound was 100 millimeters or four inches 


When© the official 
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* the actuality from thi 
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higher, invalidating the official account of that crime on this basis alone. Where 

the official account alleges that a single bullet of unprecedentedly magical capabilities 

inflicted seven non-fatal wounds on the late ^reiident and then Texas Governor John 
^ K k ,>/ 

B. formally, smashing hones in three parts of Mr. Connally's body Wnot touching bone 

in Preident Kennedy* s body, and emerging from this career virtually unscathed, the panel 

report is explicit in locating fragmentation in the neck area. On this basis «lso the 

official account of that assassinatfonflT invalidated. Moreovdr, that Departmental panel. 


l 


V 


3 tr top to 2 whore Indicated 






as the Warren Commission before it, did not have and did not cosult/the Certificate 
of Weath. X obtained it and published it in Post Mortem. When the panel claims to have 
njrthantioatcd tho Warren "sport on 4 >hi ^and whereYthe Warren Report alleges that the 
iii<<iO/liwbiv^Bcaaafaaafe^yr-»i y-fij.flp 8 * was in his neck, the death certificate locates it 
six inches or so lower, 1ft at tho level of the third thoracic verterbra^?. On this added 


basis the evidence invalidates the Warren ^epfirt. Yet the Department of Justice lawyers 


»> 

led by Joseph M. Hannon represented otherwise to that Court, re pre anting .nrYiml , / 

evidence in the panel report as meaning of opposite of its actual meaning. 

10 Jfo The second part of Post Mortem was a etow M y prepared by me, including its * 


severe criticism of Joseph M. Hannon, as preparation for the second hearing; •aM» < 


work 


used by another expert, was the basis for the defeat of Joseph M. Hannon, 


his associates and client. Thereafter, when the defendant announced an appeal, the 
plaintiff said the lapse of time would render that case moot and dropped out. 

l|. Prior to the first hearing some of defense counsel were deeply troubled I 
have private information from a close relative of one of these counsel that they were 
then given a "pep talk" by the chief of the panel after which they proceeded with 
the case. 



second, 

1 5 id In the f these JTOIA suits AUSA Robert Werdig made the court appearance. 


*t is my understanding that he was hired by Joseph M. Hannon and worked under him in 


the office of the United States Attorney for the District of Columbia. Mr. Wardig made 

/} fll ^ 

the most serious miorapressntations to that Court, I so charged, anddhe case had a 
long ar^sigaificant history beffflS^ho Supreme C our t declined certiorari. The law was 

fir 

;heae misrepresentations. Thereafter the ^obgress cited this case 


rewritten in 

as the first of four requiring the 1974 amendments to the Act. aoseph M. B«nnnn W as 


recorded as government counsel in this case. 

„ C*vMv>, 

16. The first case related to the assassination of Dr. Ring. I was awarded a 

ge ^ Cnm aal lawye 


summary 

charged. 


judgement in it. In it another 


awyer swore falsely and I so 


l"^. In the third case I was pro so. The same Robert M. Werdig in that case represented 

me with recorjJ**' 

to that cpurt that he had supplied we e p t gT indiapensible to me frying^ when in faot he had 
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not so informed JtmfQoMrt, That case was dismissed when Mr. Berdig 

assured that Court that I would be given access to photographs of basic evidence in 
the assassination of the President, namely phorographs of some of the President’s 
clothing where there was allegedly damage caused by a bullet. Thereafter this did not 
happen until X protested to the Court. Then when these photpgraphs were token for me 
compliance with the assurances given the Court to prevail over me were proven false, 
feeeaweo /Although this clothing was under lock and key in some still unexplained manner 
the knot of the President's tie was undone. This destroyed evidentiary value^Ao^ Ivt, 
Although it is alleged that this exceptional bullet had struck the President's tie 
and photographs were staged iaanndni by the FBI to make this appear to have been the fact, 
the actuality is, as I have proven and published, that the damage to the tie was from 
a scalpel and the tie was not struck by a bullet. This gets back to the seriousnessness 
of the charges I made in Louisiana v Shaw and against all ^counsel in it. 

18 o My work in this iield differs from that of those who are essentially sensationalists 
iii that X do not pursue a whodunit and do not theorize conspiracies out of conjectures 
based on non-existent evidence. My work is factual, addresses the functioning and no n- 
funotioning of the basic institutions of our society and is a matter of deep feeling to 
me particularly because I am a first-generation America. It is from theso strongly- 
held beliefs that I am impelled to charge false representations to courts of law when 


A can and do prove them. I believe they ateftrart make the workings of our system of justice 
impossible and subvert society. 


19. I believe that in my POIA actions I have been confronted with misre plantations 
in all cases by the Office of the United States Attorney for the District of Columbia, 
when Joseph M. Hannon was in that office and involved in these cases and since then. In 
no single case in which I have made such charges has there been any rebuttal, even pro 
AgJSa denial. I have made them under oath and subject to cross examination without being 

Haw. ‘H# 

cross examined about them. JMf hauo I been charged with false swearing. In -11 cuj^j I 

close ^ 

had made these charges against/associatea of Joseph H. Hannan. 

20. It is my belief that X have filed more FOIA actions than any other private 
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person and/fn this have a unique record of having prevailed in the end in each and 
every case by obtained public information originally denied me. In every 

case, without any exception ,^ -g» ’ fr . ru tm inp i ^ this formerly secret 

evidence was seriously embarrassing to the defendant*, government agencies, especially 
the FBI 0 Each should have caused serious embarrassment to the office of which 
Joseph M. Hannon was part when ho was not in fact my opposing counsel because in each 
case that office did ^^ 9 ^^ sl9ad the co urts and in each case these lawyers 
were seeking to frJiat LluAud o* suppression of tti»ihese seriously embarrassing 
records. X know of the alienation of the college-age^a^of £ m£h Joseph 14. 

coun a9l . ^ j 

2t It is my belief that especially because of (the passions and my charges of 
misrepraeentaions and more serious offenses against government counsel in all these 
many oase not all of which are enumerated above no one connected with the gobwmmont 
in these cases should sit as a judge in any case in which I am involved. I also believe 

t0 m ** aUCh a P0siti0n becaU3e *° “atter how fair 

that judg^wiWHse doubt wtt^&nger. 

Jinwidd quotation from ^andeis on punctilio? 


( IdtiJlM ritrf 
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